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The Utah Population Estimates Committee
estimates that Utah’s population grew by 50,000
between July 1, 1993 and July 1, 1994—from
1,866,000 to 1,916,000. The annual growth rate of
2.7 percent represents the fastest growth in the
last 12 years. This preliminary estimate implies a
record net in-migration of almost 23,000 persons.
The increase of 50,000 also includes a natural
increase of 27,169. Population estimates for Utah
from 1980 to 1994 are shown in Table 1. Esti-
mates recently released by the Bureau of the
Census for all 50 states show that Utah continues
to be one of the fastest growing states in the
nation.

COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
Net Migration

Net migration is derived by calculating the
difference between the population change and the
natural increase for a given year'. Net in-migra-
tion occurs when the population increase exceeds
the natural increase, which has now occurred in
Utah for four consecutive years. While there are
a number of factors which contribute to strong
population growth, healthy employment growth is
a very significant component, and Utah experi-
enced a remarkable employment growth rate of
6.2 percent in 1994.

During 1994, Utah experienced a net in-migra-
tion of almost 23,000, which is the highest abso-
lute net in-migration in the last four decades.
However, during the past 40-year period, Utah
recorded the highest annual migration rates (net
in-migration as a percent of the base or previous
year population) during the 1970s. The net in-
migration for the past four years totals almost
80,000 and surpasses the net out-migration of
59,100 that occurred from 1984 to 1990.




Table 1
Utah Population Estimates
by Multi-county District and County
July 1, 1980 - 1994

Net Percent
Migration* Change*
County 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1993-94 1993-94
Bear River 93,350 95,450 97,750 100,450 101,300 102,750 104,300 105,650 106,550 107,450 108,750 110,700 113,250 116,000 118,850 795 23
Box Elder 33,500 33,800 34,200 34,700 34,900 35,500 36,000 36,300 36,300 36,500 36,500 37,100 37,500 38,100 38,500 (2) 1.0
Cache 57,700 59,400 61,200 63,500 64,300 65,200 66,300 67,500 68,500 69,200 70,500 71,900 74,000 76,100 78,300 764 29
Rich 2,150 2,250 2,350 2,250 2,100 2,050 2,000 1,850 1,750 1,750 1,750 1,700 1,750 1,800 1,850 33 28
Wasatch Front 949,150 973,500 999,800 1,019,900 1,038,250 1,053,650 1,069,250 1,077,450 1,085,850 1,095,950 1,107,250 1,136,850 1,165,650 1,186,250 1,211,650 9,007 2.1
Davis 148,000 153,000 158,000 162,000 166,000 170,000 175,000 179,000 184,000 186,000 188,000 195,000 201,000 206,000 212,000 2,970 29
Morgan 4,950 5,000 5,100 5,100 5,150 5,250 5,250 5,350 5,350 5,450 5,550 5,650 5,850 6,150 6,350 143 33
Weber 145,000 148,000 151,000 153,000 154,000 154,000 156,000 156,000 157,000 158,000 159,000 162,000 166,000 169,000 172,000 926 1.8
Salt Lake 625,000 641,000 659,000 673,000 686,000 697,000 706,000 710,000 713,000 720,000 728,000 747,000 765,000 777,000 792,000 4,107 19
Tooele 26,200 26,500 26,700 26,800 27,100 27,300 27,000 27,100 26,500 26,500 26,700 27,200 27,800 28,100 29,300 861 43
Mountainland 239,050 246,950 252,300 259,300 265,000 267,200 269,850 275,900 279,050 283,100 291,800 299,700 308,200 321,900 331,900 3,569 3.1
Summit 10,400 11,100 11,600 12,200 12,800 13,000 13,400 14,200 14,300 15,100 15,700 17,000 18,400 19,700 21,100 1,126 7.1
Utah 220,000 227,000 232,000 238,000 243,000 245,000 247,000 252,000 255,000 258,000 266,000 272,000 279,000 291,000 299,000 2,002 T
Wasatch 8,650 8,850 8,700 9,100 9,200 9,200 9,450 9,700 9,750 10,000 10,100 10,700 10,800 11,200 11,800 441 5.4
Central 47,600 48,700 50,150 52,250 54,300 54,900 52,700 51,950 52,000 52,100 52,200 53,750 54,850 55,950 58,150 1,720
Juab 5,550 5,600 5,700 5,950 6,200 6,300 5,900 5,800 5,800 5,900 5,800 6,000 6,150 6,200 6,800 557 9.7
Millard 9,050 9,450 10,100 10,800 12,400 12,900 12,200 11,400 11,300 11,300 11,300 11,600 11,700 11,700 11,900 89 1.7
Piute 1,350 1,350 1,250 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,250 1,350 1,350 1,350 1,450 94 74
Sanpete 14,800 15,200 15,800 16,400 16,400 16,300 15,800 15,900 16,000 16,000 16,300 16,900 17,500 18,100 18,800 537 39
Sevier 14,900 15,100 15,300 15,600 15,800 15,900 15,300 15,400 15,400 15,400 15,400 15,700 16,000 16,400 16,900 366 30
Wayne 1,950 2,000 2,000 2,200 2,200 2,200 2,200 2,150 2,200 2,200 2,150 2,200 2,150 2,200 2,300 77 4.5
Southwestern 56,050 58,350 61,000 64,200 67,050 70,900 75,050 77,550 79,100 81,650 83,900 87,600 91,750 97,150 103,650 5,492 6.7
Beaver 4,400 4,600 4,650 5,000 5,150 5,050 4,950 4,900 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,850 4,900 5,060 §,150 118 3.0
Garfield 3,700 3,700 3,750 3,900 3,900 4,000 4,000 4,000 3,950 4,000 3,950 4,100 4,100 4,200 4,200 111 0.0
Iron 17,500 18,100 18,600 19,500 20,000 20,100 20,300 20,300 20,100 20,400 20,900 21,500 22,400 23,800 25,200 1.017 5.9
Kane 4,050 4,050 4,200 4,500 4,700 4,950 5,100 5,150 5,250 5,250 5,150 5,250 5,350 5,450 5,700 222 4.6
Washington 26,400 27,900 29,800 31,300 33,300 36,800 40,700 43,200 45,000 47,200 49,100 51,900 55,000 58,760 63,400 4024 8.0
Uintah Basin 34,150 36,050 39,35¢ 41,150 40,750 40,300 39,000 37,400 36,500 35,650 35,500 36,600 37,200 37,500 38,950 984 3.9
Daggett 750 850 850 750 750 700 700 700 700 650 700 700 700 700 750 42 71
Duchesne 12,700 13,100 13,700 14,400 14,800 14,700 14,300 13,700 13,100 12,800 12,600 12,800 12,900 13,200 13,500 137 23
Uintah 20,700 22,100 24,800 26,000 25,200 24,900 24,000 23,000 22,700 22,200 22,200 23,100 23,600 23,600 24,700 805 4.7
Southeastern 54,650 56,000 57,650 57,750 55,350 53,400 52,850 52,100 50,950 50,100 49,700 50,300 51,050 51,700 53,050 964 26
Carbon 22,400 23,000 24,300 24,100 23,100 22,800 22,300 21,700 21,100 20,400 20,200 20,600 20,600 20,700 21,100 286 1.9
Emery 11,600 12,000 12,700 12,700 11,900 11,100 11,100 10,900 10,500 10,400 10,300 10,200 10,200 10,400 10,600 11 19
Grand 8,250 8,400 8,150 8,050 7,750 7,200 7,050 6,900 6,750 6,700 6,600 6,800 7,150 7,500 7,950 432 6.0
San Juan 12,400 12,600 12,500 12,900 12,600 12,300 12,400 12,600 12,600 12,600 12,600 12,700 13,100 13,100 13,400 135 23
State** 1,474,000  1,155750 1,558,000 1,595,000 1,622,000 1,643,000 1,663,000 1,678,000 1,690,000 1,706,000 1729000 1775000 1,822,000 1,866,000 1,916,000 22,831 2.7

*Based on rounded population estimates.
**Totals may not add due to rounding.
Source: Utah Population Estimates Committee.




Significant challenges and concerns arise in
state and local government when high levels of
in-migration occur over an extended period of
time. New residents require government servic-
es and place added pressure on the state’s infra-
structure and education system, although these
services may not be covered by the increased tax
revenues generated by the in-migrants.

While it is not known where these recent
migrants came from, data from the Internal
Revenue Service and the 1990 Census highlight
some interesting points: California dominates
the flow of interstate migration to and from
Utah; the extended Salt Lake area has strong
migration ties with the major metropolitan
areas south and west of Utah, such as Los
Angeles, Phoenix, Portland, Seattle and Las
Vegas; and, employment-related migration
accounts for the vast majority of population
movement to and from Utah. For more detail on
these findings, please contact the Governor’s
Office of Planning and Budget, Demographic
and Economic Analysis Section.

Natural Increase

Natural increase, the number of births minus
the number of deaths, for fiscal year 1994 was
27,169. Fiscal year births were reported to be
37,480 and deaths 10,311. While births were
almost 1,000 more than last year, fertility rates
appear to be holding constant, however final
figures are still not available. In other words,
the large net in-migration has brought an
increase of women into Utah, but individually
they are not necessarily having more babies
than in the past few years. The number of
deaths increased by 3 percent over last year,
which is in keeping with a 2.7 percent growth in
population and a population that is aging slight-
ly. Table 2 presents historical data of births and
deaths for the period 1980 to 1994 for the state.
Table 3 presents the components of population
change—net migration and natural increase—by
county for 1994,

Table 2
Resident Utah Births, Deaths and Natural Increase
Calendar and Fiscal Years 1980-1994
Calendar Year Fiscal Year
Natural Natural

Births Deaths Increase Births Deaths Increase
1980 41,786 8,103 33,683 41,591 8,108 33,483
1981 41,286 8,263 33,023 41,511 8,112 33,399
1982 41,537 8,502 33,035 41,774 8,404 33,370
1983 39,441 8,484 30,957 40,557 8,346 32,211
1984 38,286 8,944 29,342 38,643 8,886 29,757
1985 37,441 9,044 28,397 37,508 8,923 28,585
1986 36,383 8,886 27,497 37,145 8,790 28,355
1987 35,285 9,055 26,230 35,469 8,813 26,656
1988 36,040 9,185 26,855 35,648 9,122 26,526
1989 35,541 9,223 26,318 35,549 8,916 26,633
1990 36,253 9,125 27,128 35,569 8,950 26,619
1991 36,019 9,576 26,443 36,119 9,429 26,690
1992 37,198 10,322 26,876 36,813 9,559 27,254
1993 37,077 10,393 26,684 36,573 10,000 26,573
1994 na na na 37,480 10,311 27,169
na: Not available.
Source: Utah Department of Health, Bureau of Vital Records and Health Statistics.
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Table 3
Components of Population Change: 1993 to 1994
by County
1993 1994 Implied 1994

Population Natural Net Preliminary
County Estimate Increase Migration Estimates*
Beaver 5,001 32 104 5,138
Box Elder 38,102 402 (23) 38,481
Cache 76,096 1,436 775 78,307
Carbon 20,725 114 307 21,146
Daggett 718 8 47 773
Davis 205,635 3,030 3,471 212,136
Duchesne 13,160 163 127 13,450
Emery 10,389 89 107 10,585
Garfield 4,195 39 (32) 4,202
Grand 7,508 18 422 7,948
Iron 23,777 383 1,083 25,243
Juab 6,210 43 542 6,795
Kane 5,444 28 219 5,691
Millard 11,684 111 75 11,870
Morgan 6,133 57 167 6,357
Piute 1,362 6 77 1,445
Rich 1,796 17 15 1,828
Salt Lake 777,655 10,893 3,260 791,808
San Juan 13,058 165 143 13,366
Sanpete 18,149 163 479 18,791
Sevier 16,378 134 410 16,921
Summit 19,722 274 1,076 21,072
Tooele 28,137 339 818 29,294
Uintah 23,623 295 749 24,666
Utah 290,836 5,998 1,591 298,424
Wasatch 11,152 159 532 11,843
Washington 58,693 676 4,015 63,384
Wayne 2,196 23 86 2,305
Weber 168,676 2,074 1,654 172,404
State Total 1,866,208 27,169 22,296 1,915,673
* These estimates represent workin(g1 figures to more accurately calculate
migration and are not to be confused with the rounded estimates agreed to by
the Utah Population Estimates Committee.
Source: Utah Population Estimates Committee.

COUNTY POPULATIONS

All of the counties in Utah experienced a
population increase in 1994. Washington County
posted the largest net in-migration with approxi-
mately 4,000 persons. Six other counties—Davis,
Iron, Salt Lake, Summit, Utah and Weber—also
experienced net in-migration of at least 1,000
persons. Twenty-seven of Utah’s 29 counties
recorded net in-migration in 1994, compared to
25 counties in 1993, 1992 and 1991.

Juab County led the way in percent growth in
population with a 9.7 percent increase. The
following counties—Washington (8.0 percent),
Piute (7.4 percent), Daggett (7.1 percent), Sum-
mit (7.1 percent) and Grand (6.0) all registered
growth rates of at least 6 percent. A total of 12
counties in Utah exceeded 4 percent growth in
1994, compared to six counties in 1993 and four
each in 1992 and 1991. Figure 1 presents a map
showing growth rates by county for 1994.




m Table 4
1994 Utah Population Estimates by Method
1993 School LDS Average of Rounded

Population Enrollment = Membership Two Population
County Estimate Method Method Methods Estimate
Beaver 5,000 5,221 5,054 5,138 5,150
Box Elder /38,100 38,245 38,718 38,481 38,500
Cache 76,100 78,292 78,322 78,307 78,300
Carbon 20,700 21,137 21,165 21,146 21,100
Daggett 700 832 714 773 750
Davis 206,000 209,090 215,182 212,136 212,000
Duchesne 13,200 13,738 13,162 13,450 13,500
Emery 10,400 10,387 10,782 10,585 10,600
Garfield 4,200 4,200 4,203 4,202 4,200
Grand 7,500 7,950 na na 7,950
Iron 23,800 25,417 25,070 25,243 25,200
Juab 6,200 6,868 6,722 6,795 6,800
Kane 5,450 5,681 5,700 5,691 5,700
Millard 11,700 11,720 12,019 11,870 11,900
Morgan 6,150 6,443 6,271 6,357 6,350
Piute 1,350 1,559 1,331 1,445 1,450
Rich 1,800 1,829 1,827 1,828 1,850
Salt Lake 777,000 782,772 800,845 791,808 792,000
San Juan 13,100 13,131 13,602 13,366 13,400
Sanpete 18,100 18,725 18,857 18,791 18,800
Sevier 15,400 17,199 16,644 16,921 16,900
Summit 19,700 21,076 na na 21,100
Tooele 28,100 29,223 29,365 29,294 29,300
Uintah 23,600 24,367 24,965 24,666 24,700
Utah 291,000 301,171 295,677 298,424 299,000
Wasatch 11,200 11,810 11,875 11,843 11,800
Washington 58,700 62,479 64,289 63,384 63,400
Wayne 2,200 2,356 2,253 2,305 2,300
Weber 169,000 172,029 172,779 172,404 172,000
State Total 1,866,000 1,904,948 1,923,589 1,915,673 1,916,000
na: Not applicable.
Source: Utah Population Estimates Committee.

Roughly 77 percent of Utah’s population is
concentrated along the metropolitan area com-
prised of Salt Lake, Davis, Weber and Utah
counties. Over the last three years, net in-mi-
gration in non-metropolitan counties has steadi-
ly increased. In 1992, counties outside the
metropolitan area accounted for roughly one-
third (32 percent) of Utah’s total net in-migra-
tion. By 1994, more than half (55.3 percent) of
the net in-migration is attributed to non-metro-
politan counties. Whether these past three years

indicate a trend is not known, however, it does
indicate that non-Wasatch Front counties are
experiencing economic growth .

METHODOLOGIES

The Utah Population Estimates Committee
utilizes two population estimates methodologies:
the school enrollment method and L.D.S. Church
membership method. The Committee considers
both methodologies in formulating population



estimates, as well as a variety of additional data
sources including employment and tax return
data. Testing of the methods has shown that at
the state level, an average of the two methods
yields more accurate and reliable estimates than
a single methodology. Consequently, an average
of the two estimates is the most often agreed
upon methodology. There are exceptions, and
the Committee may also consider estimates
made by the Bureau of the Census, other sourc-
es, or the use of a single Committee methodolo-
gy if they more closely reflect other indicators of
a county’s growth. Table 4 provides the popula-
tion estimates generated by both the school
enrollment and the L.D.S. Church membership
methodologies for 1994.

School Enrollment Method

The school enrollment method incorporates
changes in school enrollment as an indicator of
net migration and fiscal year birth and death
records as a measure of natural increase. The
school enrollment method compares a county’s
survived enrollment (calculated by applying
survival rates to the enrollment count) in grades
1-8 for the prior year, to grades 2-9 for the
estimate year. The difference between these two
enrollment totals is taken to be net student
migration for the county. Total net migration is
then derived by multiplying the county’s specific
student migration estimate by the county-specif-
ic total population-to-student ratio. This ratio is
defined as the total population estimate of the
county for the prior year divided by the prior
year’s grades 1-8 school enrollment. It is impor-
tant to recognize that the migration numbers
referred to here reflect only this method. Net
migration and natural increase data are added
to the prior year’s population, to produce the
current year estimate.

The school enrollment method is limited in
estimating migration among the retired, college
students, single persons and other groups that
are not represented in school enrollment esti-
mates.

L.D.S. Church Membership Method

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints (L.D.S.) annually audits its records to
ensure an accurate enumeration of membership
in the state. The L.D.S. Church membership
method applies the total population to L.D.S.
membership ratio in the prior year to the L.D.S.
membership in the estimate year to derive a
new estimate.

This method is relatively accurate in areas
with high proportions of L.D.S. membership and
low migration rates.

Exceptions to Methodology

The Utah Population Estimates Committee
voted, as it did last year, to use only the school
enrollment method to calculate population for
the counties of Grand and Summit. This deci-
sion was made after analyzing a number of data
sources, including employment growth and tax
return data. The school enrollment method was
much more representative of the two counties’
growth.

POPULATION ISSUES: DENSITY AND
CRUDE BIRTH RATES

Population estimates are utilized in a number
of ways to depict issues in an area. Population
density and crude birth rates are highlighted in
this article.

Density

Population density indicates the number of
persons per square mile in a given geographic
area. It is calculated by dividing the square.
miles® in an area by the area’s total population.
Using 1990 Census data, Utah’s density can be
compared to other areas. In 1990, Utah had 21
persons per square mile, compared to 70.3
persons per square mile in the nation. New
Jersey had the highest density of any state, with
1,042 persons per square mile. Closer to home,
the Mountain Region® had 16 persons per
square mile in 1990. Arizona was the most
densely populated state in the region, with 32.3
persons per square mile, while Montana was the
least dense with 2.1 persons.

Figure 2 visually presents 1994 population
densities by county. The population estimates
are those agreed upon by the Utah Population
Estimates Committee, and the square miles are
total land areas reported by the Bureau of the
Census. This maps shows, as expected, that the
Wasatch Front counties (Weber, Davis, Salt
Lake and Utah) are the most densely populated
in the state.

While population density measured in terms
of persons per total land area is the most com-
mon measure, it is also instructive to examine
population density per square mile of potentially
developable 1and. One rough measure of develop-
able land is total land less federal- and state-
owned land. Approximately one-third of the land




in the United States is federally-owned. The
federal government owns almost two-thirds (63
percent) of Utah’s land area. Alaska and Nevada
are the only two states with a higher percentage
of federal ownership. Given Utah’s number
three ranking, a closer look, county by county, of
land area which has been adjusted to reflect
federal and state ownership yields interesting
results.

Figure 3 depicts county population densities
which have been modified to exclude federal-
and state-owned areas. Detailed estimates of
federal- and state-owned land may be found in
the article, "Federal Land Payments in Utah,"
Utah Economic and Business Review, September
1992. There are some small differences in terms
of area measurement between this article and
the Bureau of the Census square miles, which
can be attributed to methods of measurement
(acres vs square miles) and also inclusion of
some water areas in the September 1992 calcu-
lations.

These maps show that, while Utah is much
less dense than the rest of the nation, the
extensive land ownership of the federal and
state governments, does impact how and where
development will occur in the future.

Crude Birth Rates

Crude birth rate is defined as the number of
births per 1,000 population. This measure of
births relative to population is commonly used
for comparison purposes. Utah ranks 32nd in
the U.S. for the total number of births, but it
ranks first in the number of births per 1,000
population®. The crude birth rate is easy to
calculate, with only two pieces of data needed:
total number of births and total population.
There are, however, limitations to this measure-
ment. The rate does not take into account the
age and gender composition of the total popula-
tion. For example, if a state has disproportion-
ately young and/or old population age groups,
the crude birth rate does not provide a compar-
ison with a state which has a normal population
age distribution. Utah is an excellent example of
a state that has a disproportionately young
population.

There are two other measurements that are
widely used to quantify the number of births
and their relationship to the population of an
area: general fertility rate and total fertility
rate. The general fertility rate calculates the

number of births per 1,000 women of childbear-
ing ages (16-44) for a given year. The total
fertility rate shows how many births a woman
would have during her entire reproductive life if
she was to experience the age-specific birth
rates that occurred for a given year. While this
is the most complete measure of fertility, it is
also the hardest to calculate given the need for
single year of age population estimates for the
female population ages 15 through 44, along
with birth data that specifies the age of the
mother.

Even with the limitations of the crude birth
rate data, an historical comparison of Utah to
the U.S. can be useful. Table 5 presents crude
birth rates annually 1960 to 1994 for Utah and
the U.S., while Figure 4 graphically depicts this
data. Although Utah is currently about 28
percent above the national crude birth rate, the
state has been much higher, exhibiting a crude
birth rate in the late 1970s which was almost 90
percent above the nation’s rate.

Figure 4 shows that the crude birth rate
increased in Utah by 17 percent between 1970
and 1980, however, the total fertility rate (num-
ber of children per woman) stayed constant.
This is explained by the fact that there were
more women (the baby boomers) in the child-
bearing ages during that period; women were
not having more babies. Another dramatic
segment of the graph is the 28 percent decline
in Utah’s crude birth rate between the early
1980s and 1994. The reason for this is twofold:
first, the total fertility rate declined dramatical-
ly (from 3.1 children to approximately 2.6 chil-
dren per woman); and second, the number of
women in the childbearing ages did not grow as
dramatically in the 1980s as it did in the 1970s.
In other words, the decline in the crude birth
rate in the 1980s was a result of fewer women
(ages 15-44) having fewer babies.

U.S. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS COUNTY
POPULATION ESTIMATES

The U.S. Bureau of the Census has recently
released both the 1993 and 1994 county esti-
mates for Utah. These estimates are presented
in Table 6. The estimates are included here as
a reference and are not intended to supplant
those produced by the Utah Population Esti-
mates Committee. These estimates are used for




Figure 1

Estimated Population Growth Rates in Utah Counties
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Figure 2

Persons Per Total Square Mile
For Utah Counties: 1994
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Note: Square mile is defined as the land area of a geographic entity.




Figure 3

Persons Per Square Mile Excluding
Federal and State-Owned Land: 1994
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Note: The figures used for estimating federal and state-owned land are based on reports from major public land
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included. Percentage of federal and state-owned land includes water area, but does not affect density as shown

on this map.
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Births per 1,000 Population

Figure 4
Crude Birth Rates

Utah and U.S.: 1960-1994

1960 1962 1964 1966 1968 1970 1972 1974 1976 1978 1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994

Table 5
Crude Birth Rates
Utah and U.S.: 1960-1994

Utah Us.
1960 28.8 23.7
1961 28.2 23.3
1962 27.6 22.4
1963 26.3 21.7
1964 249 21.0
1965 23.3 194
1966 22.2 184
1967 22.3 17.8
1968 224 17.5
1969 22.6 17.7
1970 24.0 18.2
1971 24.9 17.2

Utah Us. Utah U.s.

1972 23.9 15.6 1984 23.8 15.6
1973 23.6 14.8 1985 22.8 15.8
1974 24.1 14.8 1986 22.3 15.6
1975 24.7 14.6 1987 21.1 15.7
1976 26.5 14.6 1988 21.1 16.0
1977 27.8 15.1 1989 20.8 16.4
1978 28.0 15.0 1990 20.6 16.7
1979 28.3 15.6 1991 20.5 16.3
1980 28.2 15.9 1992 20.2 159
1981 274 15.8 1993 19.6 15.7
1982 26.8 15.9 1994 19.6 15.3
1983 25.4 15.6
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the distribution of some state and federal funds.
They are also used as the control estimates in
the production of the Bureau’s city population
estimates.

UTAH POPULATION ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE

The Utah Population Estimates Committee
develops and agrees upon the official population
estimates for Utah and the 29 counties in the
state. Coordination and staffing of the Commit-
tee is the responsibility of the Demographic and
Economic Analysis (DEA) Section of the Govern-
or’s Office of Planning and Budget. Membership
on the Committee includes representatives from
state government, universities, and other orga-
nizations with a knowledge of the data used in
developing population estimates. A list of the
Committee members appears at the end of this
article.

In addition to staffing the Committee, the
DEA Section also represents the state in the
Federal-State Cooperative for Population Esti-
mates, which is administered by the U.S. Bu-
reau of the Census. This program facilitates the
exchange of data, along with providing a forum
for dialogue which can improve the quality of
county estimates produced by both parties.

For purposes of discussion, net migration figures in this article
refer to those calculated on unrounded population estimates. This
applies to references in the narrative, along with inclusion in the
tables, with one exception. For purposes of comparison, and to
maintain consistency with the historical database, net migration
estimates, based on rounded population estimates by county are
presented in Table 1.

2Square miles is defined as the land area of a geographic entity.
3As defined by the U.S. Bureau of the Census, the Mountain

Region consists of eight states: Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado,
New Mexico, Arizona, Nevada and Utah.

‘Monthly Vital Statistics Report, October 25, 1994, U.S. Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services.
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Table 6

U.S. Bureau of the Census

Population Estimates

by County: 1993 and 1994

County 1993 1994
Beaver 5,021 5,169
Box Elder 38,036 38,730
Cache 74,498 75,664
Carbon 20,171 20,464
Daggett 702 738
Davis 205,513 210,943
Duchesne 13,310 13,641
Emery 10,409 10,599
Garfield 3,997 4,032
Grand 7,399 7,677
Iron 23,287 24,426
Juab 6,056 6,354
Kane 5,675 5,815
Millard 11,761 11,913
Morgan 6,075 6,318
Piute 1,390 1,391
Rich 1,731 1,779
Salt Lake 780,583 795,325
San Juan 13,142 13,655
Sanpete 18,287 18,931
Sevier 16,271 16,793
Summit 19,907 21,526
Tooele 28,017 28,781
Uintah 24,015 24,472
Utah 283,358 290,983
Wasatch 10,983 11,403
Washington 59,599 66,124
Wayne 2,218 2,246
Weber 168,374 172,044
State 1,859,785 1,907,936

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census.
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Utah Business Statistics

UTAH DATA Nov. 1993 Nov. 1994 % Change 12-Month 12-Month 12-Month
from Average Average Average
Year Ago This Year Last Yecar % Change

Total Personal Income (seasonally adjusted. mil. of dol., qtly.) 30,804 NA NA NA 29,870 NA
New Corporations (no.) 450 512 13.8 723 603 19.9
New Car, Truek, and Motor Home Sales (no.) 5,896 NA NA NA 5,709 NA

Agriculture
Average Prices Received by Farmers (dol.)

Lambs (cwt.) 60.50 66.00 9.1 60.33 57.82 4.4
Milk. All (ewt) | 13.20 12.50 -53 12.52 12.03 4.1
Barley (per bushel) 2.23 2.35 54 2.34 2.23 4.7
Alfalfa Hay. Baled (per ton) 2 69.00 82.00 18.8 73.42 64.58 13.7
Commercial Red Meat Production (thous. of Ibs.) 39,459 40,900 3.7 38,792 36,283 6.9
Construction

Total Construction (thous. of dol.) 3 163,068.5 144,296.9 -11.5 193,611.5 147,822.5 31.0
Residential 124,659.3 91,160.8 -26.9 126,188.3 104,276.4 21.0
Nonresidential 18,241.0 29,293.0 60.6 42,849.7 24,023.5 78.4
Additions. Alterations. and Conversions 20,168.2 23,843.1 18.2 24,573.5 19,522.7 259

Total Permit Construction (thous. of dol.) 4 203,689.6 146,816.4 -27.9 230,908.5 187.968.2 22.8
Residential 140,825.7 92,328.8 -34.4 140,415.9 122,937.0 14.2
Nonresidential 35,550.5 31,660.9 -10.9 62,921.8 37,419.8 68.2
Additions. Alterations. and Repairs 273135 22,826.7 -16.4 27,570.9 27,861.4 -1.0

New Dwelling Units (no.) 1,724 1,094 -36.5 1,588 1,457 9.0

Employment 5

Civilian Labor Force (thous.) 941.1 996.2p 59 977.5 894.9 9.2
Employed 907.6 958.0p 5.6 943.0 858.8 9.8
Unemployed 33.6 38.2p 13.7 345 36.1 -4.4
Percent of Labor Force 3.6 3.8p 5.6 3.5 4.0 -13.2

Nonagricultural Jobs (thous.) 837.7 887.9p 6.0 855.2 805.7 6.1
Mining 8.5 8.3p -2.4 8.2 83 -1.1
Contract Construction 434 52.2p 20.3 47.1 39.2 20.0
Manufacturing 113.6 118.9p 4.7 115.6 110.0 5.1
Transportation, Communications, and Utilities 485 50.6p 43 494 46.8 5.4
Wholesale Trade 41.2 43.1p 4.6 41.8 40.1 4.0
Retail Trade 159.0 169.1p 6.4 159.7 150.5 6.1
Finance. Insurance, and Real Estate 443 46.9p 5.9 459 40.9 12.1
Services 6 2169 232.3p 7.1 2254 2104 7.1
Federal Government 324 31.0p 43 32.7 35.1 -6.8
State Government 7 50.6 52.0p 2.8 49.8 48.0 38
Local Government 7 79.3 83.5p 5.3 79.8 76.3 4.6

Average Weekly Hours
Mining 46.2 445 -3.7 44.5 44.1 0.9
Manufacturing 40.1 415 35 40.5 39.6 23
Wholesale Trade 36.6 36.2 -1.1 36.4 36.6 -0.7
Retail Trade 275 28.0 1.8 28.2 274 29

Amount of Unemployment Compensation (thous. of dol.) 4,671.0 4,302.6 -79 55225 6.266.2 -11.9

Finance (qtly.)

Total State and Nationally Chartered Banks (no.) 35 NA NA NA 37 NA
Total Assets (mil. of dol.) 14,197.9 NA NA NA 13.634.9 NA
Total Liabilities (mil. of dol.) 13,165.1 NA NA NA 12.641.3 NA
Total Equity Capital (mil. of dol.) 1,032.8 NA NA NA 993.7 NA
Capital to Assets 8 8.57 NA NA NA 8.61 NA
Loan Loss Reserve Ratio 2.20 NA NA NA 2.27 NA
Loans to Assets 58.81 NA NA NA 58.23 NA
Temporary Investment Ratio 16.35 NA NA NA 19.16 NA
Return on Assets 0.30 NA NA NA 0.33 NA

Production

Crude Oil (thous. of bbls.) 1,710.4 NA NA NA 1.786.6 NA

Natural Gas (mil. of cu. ft.) 27.324.1 NA NA NA 27.978.8 NA

Coal (thous. short tons) 2,007 1.882p -6.2 1.971 1.798 9.6

Crude Oil to Refineries, Barrels Received (thous. of bbls.) 3,984 3.585 -10.0 4.057 4,063 -0.1

Travel/Tourism -------

Air Passengers (total no. on and off, S.L.. Int’l. Airport) 1.252.929 1,300,959 38 1.458.097 1.304.307 11.8

Highway Traffic Count Across State Lines (both directions) 43,063 44722 39 53618 49.525 8.3

Visits to State and National Parks and Monuments 513,609 475.479p -7.4 1.410.478 1,440,989 =21

Ltilities -------mememee --

Electric Customers (residential active meters) 524,806 539,533 28 532.236 S518.887 2.6

Electric Customers (commercial active meters) 52,602 54303 33 53.607 S1.848 34

Natural Gas Customers (residential and commercial) 535.536 557.552 1.1 547.866 527.539 39

Natural Gas Customers (industrial) 691 046 -0.5 672 738 -8.9

Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, residential access) S88.603 NA NA NA 575.673 NA

Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, business access) 232,430 NA NA NA 223308 NA
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Utah Business Statistics

UTAH DATA Nov. 1993 Nov. 1994 % Change 12-Month 12-Month 12-Month
from Average Average Average
Year Ago This Year Last Year % Change
DAVES COUNLY = mm e e
Nonagricultural Employment (thous.) 60.4 69.1p 4.1 68.2 653 45
Unemployvment Rate (seasonally adjusted) 32 3.6p 12.5 3.2 3.6 -10.4
Authorized Permit Construction (thous. of dol.) 17,737.1 16,4577 -7.2 22.889.5 18,821.5 21.6
New Dwelling Units (no.) 128 86 -32.8 147 142 29
New Car, Truck, and Motor Home Sales, Owner’s County (no.) 508 NA NA NA 506 NA
Electric Customers (residential active meters) 53,794 55,224 2.7 54,544 53,092 2.7
Electric Customers (commercial active meters) 4218 4,480 6.2 4,380 4,144 5.7
Natural Gas Customers (residential and commercial) 57,755 59,709 34 58,840 56,918 34
Natural Gas Customers (industrial) 82 76 =73 80 87 =73
Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, residential access) 68,752 NA NA NA 67,423 NA
Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, business access) 15,713 NA NA NA 15,172 NA
Salt Lake County
Nonagricultural Employment (thous.) 428.7 454.6p 6.0 436.4 410.2 6.4
Unemployment Rate (seasonally adjusted) 3.0 3.3p 10.0 3.1 3.6 -12.6
Authorized Permit Construction (thous. of dol.) 73,213.1 50,762.8 -30.7 87,853.4 73,458.1 19.6
New Dwelling Units (no.) 741 313 -57.8 489 512 -4.6
New Car, Truck. and Motor Home Sales, Owner’s County (no.) 3,062 NA NA NA 2,902 NA
Electric Customers (residential active meters) 260,586 266,232 2.2 263,607 258,286 2.1
Electric Customers (commercial active meters) 22,776 23,404 2.8 23,156 22,488 3.0
Natural Gas Customers (residential and commercial) 243,516 250,371 2.8 247.494 241,512 25
Natural Gas Customers (industrial) 282 267 -53 277 312 -11.3
Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, residential access) 273,695 NA NA NA 268,725 NA
Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, business access) 136,033 NA NA NA 131,117 NA
Utah County
Nonagricultural Employment (thous.) 113.1 121.0p 7.0 1149 107.4 7.0
Unemployment Rate (seasonally adjusted) 2.8 3.2p 14.3 3.1 3.7 -15.7
Authorized Permit Construction (thous. of dol.) 34,620.7 23,8129 -31.2 41,328.7 36,503.0 13.2
New Dwelling Units (no.) 270 191 -29.3 297 270 9.8
New Car, Truck, and Motor Home Sales, Owner’s County (no.) 513 NA NA NA 532 NA
Electric Customers (residential active meters) 58,921 61,474 43 60,205 57,813 4.1
Electric Customers (commercial active meters) 6,697 7,016 4.8 6,793 6,498 4.5
Natural Gas Customers (residential and commercial) 72,370 76,174 53 74,605 70,782 5.4
Natural Gas Customers (industrial) 93 92 -1.1 94 93 1.1
Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, residential access) 77,214 NA NA NA 74,995 NA
Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, business access) 26,876 NA NA NA 25,529 NA
Weber County
Nonagricultural Employment (thous.) 71.3 74.8p 49 73.1 70.4 39
Unemployment Rate (seasonally adjusted) 4.8 4.9p 2.1 43 5.3 -18.0
Authorized Permit Construction (thous. of dol.) 11,745.5 10,718.5 -8.7 14,825.7 10,417.3 423
New Dwelling Units (no.) 74 45 -39.2 89 75 18.8
New Car, Truck, and Motor Home Sales, Owner’s County (no.) 416 NA NA NA 455 NA
Electric Customers (residential active meters) 57,800 59,026 2.1 58.389 57,341 1.8
Electric Customers (commercial active meters) 5,493 5,472 -0.4 5.523 5,452 1.3
Natural Gas Customers (residential and commercial) 54,689 56,157 2.7 55.504 54,220 2.4
Natural Gas Customers (industrial) 88 82 -6.8 85 95 -10.8
Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, residential access) 52,068 NA NA NA 51,247 NA
Telephone Lines in Service (U.S. West, business access) 14,679 NA NA NA 14,267 NA

1 Before deductions for hauling and government withholding, but includes quality,
quantity and other premiums. Excludes hauling subsidies.

2 Mid-month prices.

NA Not available.
p Preliminary.

3 Obtained from U.S. Burcau of the Census Construction Statistics Division.
4 Obtained from Utah Construction Report.

5 Some figures are not strictly comparable due to reclassification.

6 Includes services by nonprofit and religious organizations.

7 Includes public schools and college institutions.

8 Includes allowance for loan losses.

Sources:

Personal Income

New Corporations

New Car and Truck Sales

Agriculture

Construction Data

Employment Data

Finance Data

Crude Oil Production

Natural Gas Production

Coal Production

Air Passengers

Highway Traffic Count

Visits to State and National
Parks and Monuments

Utilities Data

U.S. Department of Commerce, Burcau of Economic Analysis.

Utah Department of Commeree, Division of Corporations and Commercial Code.

Utah State Tax Commission. Economic and Statistical Unit. Utah Car and Truck Sales Quarterly Report.
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Utah Agricultural Statistics Service. Utah Agriculture.
U.S. Burcau of the Census and Burcau of Economic and Business Rescarch. Utah Construction Report.
Utah Department of Employment Security, Utah Labor Market Report.

Utah Department of Financial Institutions.

Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining. Oil and Gas Production Report. and Office of Energy and Resource Planning.
Utah Division of Oil. Gas and Mining. Qil and Gas Production Report.

U.S. Department of Energy. Energy Information Administration.

Salt Lake City International Airport, Statistics Division. Air Traffic Statistics and Activity Report.

Utah Department of Transportation, Automatic Traffic Recorder Data Report.

1S, Forest Service and Utah State Parks and Recreation Department.

Cooperating Utah Utility Companics.
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NATIONAL DATA Nov. 1993

Nov. 1994 % Change 12-Month 12-Month 12-Month
from Average Average Average
Year Ago This Year Last Year % Change
U.S. Gross Domestic Product (seasonally adjusted, bil., qtly.) 6,478.1 6,891.1a 6.4 6,702.4 6,317.5 6.1
Total Personal Income (seasonally adjusted, bil. of dol.) 5,482.8 5,840.5 6.5 5,670.9 5,375.0 5.5
Industrial Production Index (seasonally adjusted, 1987=100) 113.7 120.3p 5.8 117.5 111.7 5.1
New Plant and Equipment Expenditures by Business (bil., qtly.) 604.5 645.1b 6.7 635.0 581.6 9.2
Net Exports of Goods and Services (seasonally adjusted, bil., gtly.) ~71.2 -114.3a 60.5 -98.5 -62.9 56.6
Exports of Goods and Services (seasonally adjusted, bil., qtly.) 680.3 755.3a 11.0 709.9 656.5 8.1
Imports of Goods and Services (seasonally adjusted, bil., qtly.) 751.4 869.6a 15.7 808.3 719.3 124
Composite Index of 11 Leading Indicators (1987=100) 99.6 102.5 2.9 101.5 98.8 2.8
Price Indexes
Consumer Price Indexes (not seasonally adjusted, 1982-84=100)
CPI-U (All Urban Consumers) All Items 145.8 149.7 2.7 1479 144.1 2.6
CPI-U (All Urban Consumers) Food and Beverages 142.6 145.9 23 144.6 141.3 23
CPI-U (All Urban Consumers) Housing 142.0 145.5 25 144.5 140.9 2.6
CPI-U (All Urban Consumers) Transportation 132.6 137.1 34 1339 130.1 29
CPI-U (All Urban Consumers) Medical Care 204.9 214.7 4.8 210.2 200.5 4.8
CPI-U (All Urban Consumers) Energy 103.7 105.7 19 104.4 104.3 0.2
Producer Price Index (not seasonally adjusted, 1982=100)
Producer Price Index, All Finished Goods 124.5 126.1 1.3 125.4 124.7 0.5
GDP Implicit Price Deflator (seasonally adjusted, 1987=100, qtly.) 124.1 127.0a 23 125.9 123.3 2.0
Civilian Employment (seasonally adjusted)
Labor Force (mil.) 128.7 131.9¢ 2.5 130.8 127.9 2.2
Employment (mil.) 120.3 124.6¢ 3.6 122.7 119.1 3.0
Unemployment Rate 6.5 5.6¢c -13.8 6.2 6.9 -10.4
Construction
Total Construction (thous. of dol.) 14,962,367 16,512,658 104 17,360,728 15,191,438 14.3
Residential 8,811,558 9,036,332 2.6 10,150,200 8,763,994 15.8
Nonresidential 3,033,476 4,063,586 34.0 3,653,292 3,072,885 18.9
Additions, Alterations, and Conversions 3,117,333 3,412,740 9.5 3,557,236 3,354,559 6.0
New Dwelling Units (no.) 98,489 102,350 3.9 113,772 98,784 152
Interest Rates
Federal Funds Rate 3.02 5.29 752 3.99 3.02 323
Discount Rate on New 91-Day Treasury Bills 3.12 5.25 68.3 4.06 3.03 337
Yield on Long-Term Treasury Bonds 6.25 8.16 30.6 7.27 6.54 11.1
Average Prime Rate Charged by Banks 6.00 8.15 358 6.93 6.00 15.5
Mortgage Rate (conventional 1st mortgage, new home, U.S. avg.) 6.61 7.59 14.8 7.19 7.10 1.3
U.S. and Utah Consumer Sentiment Indexes (1966=100, qtly.)
U.S. Population’s View of the U.S. 82.7 92.7 12.1 91.3 82.9 10.2
Utahns’ View of the U.S. : 81.7 95.2 16.5 91.7 81.3 12.8
Utahns’ View of Utah 97.3 105.7 8.6 105.4 952 10.7

a Advance. p Preliminary. b Anticipated. ¢ Due to revisions, January 1994 and later data are not directly comparable with data for earlier periods.

Sources: Survey of Current Business, U.S. Department of Commerce: U.S. Gross Domestic Product, Total Personal Income,

New Plant and Equipment Expenditures by Business, Export/Import Data, Composite [ndex of 11 Leading

Indicators, GDP Implicit Price Deflator, National Employment Data, Interest Rates.
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System: Industrial Production Index.

Monthly Labor Review, U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics: Consumer Price Indexes, Producer Price Index.
Permit Authorized Construction in Permit Issuing Places, U.S. Bureau of the Census: National Construction Data.

Federal Housing Finance Board: New Home Mortgage Rate.

University of Michigan and University of Utah Survey Research Center: U.S. and Utah Consumer Sentiment Indexes.
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